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SIR: 

Attached hereto for filing are the following papers: 

PROVISIONAL ELECTION OF SPECIES 
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under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 for the necessary extension of time. A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 
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PROVISIONAL ELECTION OF SPECIES 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22313 

SIR: 

In response to the Election of Species requirement mailed on March 3, 2005, 
applicants elect, with traverse, the invention of Species II, Figure 9, which is readable on 
Claim 8. 

Applicants traverse the outstanding Election of Species requirement on the grounds 
that it has not been established that it would be an undue burden to examine each of the noted 
inventions and claims together. 

Under M.PE.P. § 803, an Election is not proper if a search and examination can be 
made without a serious burden on the Examiner; and the outstanding Election of Species 
requirement has not established that examining each of the currently-pending claims together 
would result in an undue burden. 



" Application No. 10/762,340 

Reply to Office Action of March 3, 2005 



MPEP § 803 specifically states: 

Restriction - When Proper 

If the search and examination of an entire application 
can be made without serious burden, the examiner must 
examine it on the merits, even though it includes claims to 
distinct or independent inventions. 



GUIDELINES 

Examiners must provide reasons and/or examples to 
support conclusions, but need not cite documents to support a 
restriction requirement in most cases. 

The Election of Species requirement does not provide reasons and/or examples to 

support a conclusion that a search and examination cannot be made without placing a serious 

burden on the examiner. Accordingly, each of the noted inventions and claims should be 

examined on their merits. 
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